THE  REBUILDING  OF  LONDON
affected the scheme. Time, and the experience gained from
the rebuilding, might in any case have been expected to pro-
duce changes, but in this instance the chief agent was the report
of the royal commissioners appointed on March 29th, 1667, to
regulate the port of London and to set out the boundaries of
its legal wharves and quays.1 These commissioners did their
work thoroughly, and their report was adopted in its entirety
by Charles. Although it dealt mainly with the. area below the
bridge it exercised a strong influence on the scheme for a
general Thames Quay. Below the bridge the commissioners
caused the wharves between the inlet west of the Tower and
that in front of St. Magnus to be brought up to a common
level2 and the passages, lanes and cartways leading down to
them to be made at least eleven feet wide. They regulated the
form and appearance of the buildings fronting the forty-foot
line3 and, in accordance with their powers, laid down that the
boundaries between each property should be marked, not as
formerly with posts and rails, but by unobtrusive denter stones
set in the pavement. As their measurements had established
firstly that the existing quays along this section of the river
already had a minimum depth of forty feet, and secondly that,
with allowances for stairs, passages and the like, they covered
the whole distance between the points mentioned, the com-
1 Appointed under the statute 14 Charles II, c. n, the commission included leading
representatives of the City and of the merchants of London. Its report is most readily
available in Strype's Stow, bk. V, p. 281 et seq. The commissioners were thoroughly
imbued with the idea of beautifying the water-front, and a number of their recommend-
ations were framed to this end. Even the cranes were to be painted blue and adorned
with the King's arms. The Farmers and Officers of the Customs were ordered to see that
the report's recommendations were carried out,
2 Somers Quay, which had already been raised in accordance with the clause in the
first Act for the prevention of flooding, was taken as the standard. This gave a height of
five feet above the normal spring tide mark. It is impossible to tell whether the order to
raise the others was strictly obeyed, but it seems probable that it was. Rubble was avail-
able in plenty, and no wharf had to be raised by more than two feet. The tenant of Bears
Quay and Pages Quay declared that he had 'made good the said Wharfes towards the
Thames? raysed the same and new layed the Camshotts of the same and paved the same
which cost *.. Seven or Eight hundred pounds or thereabouts* (B.M*, Add. MS. 5103,
f- 59), and a general petition of the wharfingers that the whole line had been raised as
ordered: (P.R.Q., S. P. Dom.t Charles II, 230, No. 80).
8 This Hue had been duly set out by the City: (Repert., 73, f. 19).
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